sealants were significantly more effective. 4 Replacements of sealant because of partial or total losses, as well as re-applications of varnish, were undertaken at the six-monthly recall periods during the study in order to maintain effective protection. A recent commentary 5 concluded that a systematic review 6 Massler (1967) . 12 We concur with the sentiments expressed in the final sentence of the letter.
GENERAL AND VAGUE
Sir, we were interested to read the paper by K. Yip and R. Smales (BDJ 2012; 213: 211-220), in particular, the section on prevention of primary caries, and would like to make a comment on its findings.
We acknowledge the British Dental Journal has an international readership, but it is worth pointing out that in the UK, we are more specific about the level of fluoride that should be added to water when fluoridation schemes are being considered. Yip It is disappointing that Yip and Smales have presented very general and rather vague recommendations on caries prevention. In particular, it is surprising they fail to reference any of the Cochrane reviews on the effectiveness of various fluoride measures. [2] [3] [4] [5] There is also no mention of Delivering better oral health -a publication which was commissioned by the Department of Health. This provides dentists and their teams with evidence-based guidance on the prevention of dental caries. 6 A copy of this document has been given to all English NHS dentists. It clearly sets out the preventive advice that should be given to patients as well as the effective preventive interventions that should be delivered in the surgery.
The guidance has been very well received. A third edition is currently being developed and will be available in the near future. In the meantime, the second edition of this evidence-based toolkit for prevention is providing the UK dental profession with contemporary, scientifically rigorous guidance on caries prevention. This is something the Yip and Smales paper fails to do. 
